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VI. JOHN ARCHIBALD CAMPBELL.
Bv

GEORGE

W. DUNCAN, 0 Auburn, Ala.

John A. Campbell is best known to the public for his connection with two important events in our history, namely, the negotiation with Seward about Fort Sumter in 1861 and the Hampton
Roads conference in 1865. But he was by nature and training
primarily a great lawyer; and his ability is most distinctly manifested in his purely legal attainrnents.1
0
George Webster Duncan, son of Thomas A. and Margaret S. (Hargett)
Duncan, was born at "Rockwood,'' Franklin county, Alabama, Oct. 12,
1866. His pate:-nal ancestors are of Scotch origin.
Mr. Duncan graduated at the State Normal School at Florence, Alabama, and did graduate work for two years at the Alabama Polytechnic
Institute at Auburn, completing his work for the M. S. degree at the latter
institution in 1898. He studied law at the University of Virginia.
He is an active member of the Alabama Historical Society, the American
Historical Association, and of the National Geographical Society. At
present (1905) he is commander of the Alabama Division United Sons of
Confederate Veterans.
1
John Archibald Campbell was born at Washin_gton, Wilkes county,
Georgia, June 24, 18u. He was the son of Duncan G. Campbell and Mary
Williamson; both the Campbell and Williamson families were prominent in
the history of Georgia. At the age of eleven he entered Franklin College,
now the University of Georgia, and graduated when he was fifteen,
with the first honors of his class. John C. Calhoun appointed him a cadet
to West Point in 1826, where he remained a student nearly three years,
resigning in 1829 on account of the death of his father. Having studied
law under Governor John Clarke, of Georgia, he was admitted to the
bar of that State by special act of the legislature in 1829, before he was old
enough to be admitted under the regular statute. In 1830 he settled in
Montgomery, Ala., where he practiced law until 1837, when he moved to
Mobile, Ala. He was a member of the Alabama legislature of 1836, and
again in 1842. At the session of the legislature of 1842, he wrote the report on the Alabama State banks, an able paper. The same year that he
came to Montgomery to live, he married Miss Goldthwaite, from Boston.
He declined an appointment to the supreme court of Alabama, offered
him by Governor C. C. Clay in 1836, and again in 1852, when the same
position was offered him by Governor Henry W. Collier. President Jackson offered to appoint him secretary of legation to Great Britain in 1836
but he declined. He was adjutant general on the staff of Governor Clay.
at the time of the trouble with the Creek Indians in 1836.
He was a justice of the supreme court of the United States from
March 22, 1853, to May I, 1861, and assistant secretary of war of the
Confederate government from October, 1862, to February, 1865. He went
to New Orleans in 1866, where he practiced law until his death, which
occurred at Baltimore, Maryland, March 13, 1889, He is buried in that
city.
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Having been admitted to the bar of Georgia by special act of
the Legislature before he was old enough to be admitted under
the regular statute, he was offered an appointment as a justice of
the supreme court of Alabama, when he was only twenty-five
years old and had been at the bar less than six years. At the age
of forty-two, he was appointed a justice of the supreme court of
the United States, the appointment coming to him at the solicitation of the members of the court as a result of the impression he
had made on them by his arguments before that body, and not as
a reward for political activity, or through political influence.2
Campbell was an associate justice of the supreme court of the
United States from 1853 to 1861. During the period of his service, some of the most important questions were decided that
have ever come before that tribunal, among these being the Dred
Scott case. He concurred in the opinion of the majority of the
court in this historic case, but wrote an additional opinion that he
might express more fully his own views on the questions involved.
He examined every phase of the subject from an historical and
legal point of view, and his references and citations show that he
exhausted every source of information bearing thereon. He
marches to his conclusions with an array of facts and a force of
logic that seem unanswerable. The opinion is more philosophical
than the opinion of the chief justice, and goes deeper than the
facts and details of the particular case. He discusses more fully
the great constitutional principles involved and the rights of the
States. He does not go into the question of the jurisdiction of
the supreme court as the chief justice does. He says :3
"My opinion in this case is not affected by the plea of the jurisdiction, and I shall not discuss the question it suggests."
'"In 1850 the deceased came to New Orleans to argue the case of Mrs.
Myra Clark Gaines in the United States circuit court. His associate was
John R. Gaines, at that time the most distinguished leader of our bar.
In 1852 he argued the same case on appeal in the supreme court, where his
antagonist was Mr. Webster. The arguments in the Gaines case in the
circuit court and in the supreme court produced such an impression on the
minds of lawyers and judges who heard him, that when a vacancy occurred
on the bench of the supreme court, caused by the death of Mr. Justice
McKinley, he was appointed in 1853 by President Pierce to fill it."
' 19th Howard Reports, p. 99.
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He held that Congress did not have sovereign power in the territories belonging to the United States.~
"I look in vain," he says, "among the discussions of the time
( of the formation of the constitution), for the assertion of a supreme sovereignty for Congress over the territory then belonging
to the United States, or that they might thereafter acquire."
The Missouri compromise he held to be unconstitutional so far
as it attempted to prohibit slavery in the territories, and he quotes
with approval Jefferson's statement made at the time of the purchase of Louisiana :6
"I had rather ask an enlargement of power from the nation,
where it is found necessary, than to assume it by a construction
which would make our powers boundless."
And in the same connection he adds :
"They (the members of the supreme court) acknowledge that
our peculiar security is in the possession of a written Constitution,
and they cannot make it blank paper by construction."
As to the judgment of the circuit court, he says :8
"My examination is confined to the case as it was submitted
upon uncontested evidence, upon appropriate issues to the jury
and upon the instructions given and refused by the court upon
that evidence. My opinion is, that the opinion of the circuit court
was correct upon all the claims involved in those issues, and that
the verdict of the jury was justified by the evidence and instructions."
Campbell did not fully concur in all points with the opinion of
the chief justice. In regard to the very full discussion by the latter as to the plea in abatement, he says :7
"And in so far as the argument of the chief justice upon the
plea in abatement has reference to the plaintiff and his family, in
any of the conditions or circumstances of their lives, as presented
in the evidence, I concur in that portion of his opinion. I concur
• Ibid, p. II I.
• Ibid, pp. II8-II9.
• Ibid, p. 123.
'Ibid, p. 124.

/
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in the judgment which expresses the conclusion that the circuit
court should not have rendered a general judgment."
Campbell's conclusion is :8
"I think the judgment should be affirmed on the ground that
the circuit court had no jurisdiction, or that the case should be
reversed and remanded, that the suit may be dismissed."
It is interesting to observe in this connection that Von Holst's
charge that,9

"Spite of the absence of documentary evidence, it would be
ridiculous to deny that orthodoxy on the slavery question had
come to be a qualification for a seat on the supreme bench,"
is not borne out by Campbell's appointment, for on some points,
at least, of the slavery question, he held rather advanced views.
As early as 1847 he published an article in the Southern Quarterly Review in which he advocated a number of reforms for the
amelioration of the condition of slaves and for the security and
protection of their domestic relations. In this he says :10
"A more important alteration of our laws consists in the extension to the slaves of a protection to their domestic relations.
The connections of husband and wife, and of parent and child,
are sacred in a Christian community, and should be rendered secure by the laws of a Christian State." "A refor-m scarcely less
important, consists in rendering the relation of master and slave
more permanent. It is now liable to be disturbed in every change
that occurs in the pecuniary condition of the master. The liability
of the slave to change his relation on the bankruptcy of his master, and the frequency with which it occurs, has greatly deteriorated their character and deprived the relation of some of its patriarchal nature. The condition of families should be permanent.
Those domestic ties !"hich contribute so much to the happiness of
the members, shoufd not be severed at the pursuit of a creditor.
The great end of society, the well-being of its members, would
surely be promoted by withdrawing slaves in some measure from
the market, as a basis of credit. In reference to this same subject,
we may point to the necessity of a greater diversity of employment among the slave population, and a consequent increase of
• Ibid, p. 124.
• Constitutiomu History of the United States, 1856-8.
0
' Southern Quarterly Review, vol. xii, p. 133.
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their mental cultivation; to the prodigious increase of their numbers, and the necessity of more abundant supplies of moral and
religious instruction."
Campbell had liberated his own slaves a number of years before
the Civil War. In a letter to Judge Curtis, written in 1865, he
says on the subject of slavery :11
"You are well aware that I was not a fanatical proslavery man;
I had voluntarily liberated all of my slaves before the war some
years. In 1847 I had, in a review on slavery in the Southern
Quarterly Review, advocated as a duty the amelioration of the law
of slavery and proposed the establishment of the legal relations
of slaves in the family on a firm foundation, and the removal of
restraints on volµntary emancipations, on education, and to abolish all sales under legal or judicial orders or process. In articles
on the same subject, and in conversation, I agreed that amelioration was a duty and necessity. In 186o-61 some of the Southern
papers called me an abolitionist."
Campbell resigned from the supreme bench in 1861 because of
the secession of Alabama from the Union, having determined previously to follow the course of his adopted State. He said in a
letter written November 26, 186o, to Daniel Chandler, of Mobile :12
"I need not state to you, that my connection with the Federal
government has continued until this time, rather in deference to
the inclinations of others, and upon public considerations, than
from any desire on my part, to hold my office. My commission
would not be affected by the action of the State. But I determined many years ago, that my obligation was to follow the fortunes of her people. I shall terminate my connection with the
government, as a consequence of her acts."
There was at the time some criticism of Campbell for remaining
in the supreme court after the secession of Alabama. He has
given a frank and reasonable explanation of his action in a letter
to H. Ballentine, of Mobile, Alabama, written May II, 1861 :18
"A friend has sent me two articles from your paper, in which
you insist that some explanation or vindication of my conduct
Century Magazine, May, 1889, p. 953.
,. Mobile Daily Merc"ry, May 17, 1861.
"The Confederation, Montgomery, Ala., May
11

24,
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relative to the holding and resigning the office of associate justice
of the supreme court of the United States is due to my friends
and myself.
"Having considered that my course was the natural and almost
necessary result of my position and its relation, I have not supposed that it afforded matter for praise or blame, or that it required any explanation or vindication.
"The act of secession of Alabama found the supreme court
nearly half advanced in its annual session and engaged in the performance of those weighty duties in which personal and corporate
interests were involved, and the rights of foreigners, sovereign
States of the Union, as well as of the government, were involved.
On the last day of the court ( 4th March), cases from Alabama,
Louisiana, Texas, among others, and a case between Kentucky
and Ohio, were decided. It did not comport with my opinion that
I had been able to form of my duty to the chief justice and the
associate members of the court, or to the court itself, as a department of the government, to withdraw the labor, support, responsibility and strength which had been committed to me, or which I
could impart to that venerable tribunal under the existing circumstances, I remained in the court comformably to an opinion coeval
with the decision to resign as a consequence of the secession of
Alabama, and to which I have steadfastly adhered.
"After the adjournment of the term of the court there was judicial business of importance, but of subordinate importance, to
be disposed of; there were objections to my resignation, on principle, from the members of t he supreme court and from men
whose character and counsel merited respect and deferencestatesmen from Virginia, Kentucky, Maryland, Tennessee and
North Carolina. And there was every reason to suppose that my
holding of the office might enable me to contribute something
towards securing the great blessings of peace and of averting from
the country the direst of evils, civil war. I have used every energy to accomplish these desirable ends, and when it became apparent that I could do no more, I resigned as a consequence of the
secession of the State of Alabama. And I take this occasion to say
that my conduct has the sanction of the chief justice and the
judges of the court, and the approbation of my own conscience."
He served as a justice of the supreme court eight years; and no
man, not even Marshall or Story, won a greater reputation as an
able judge during so short a period. This is well put by Mr.
Carson in his history of the court. 14 He says :
"Hampton L. Carson, The Supreme Court of the United States, pp,

350-351.
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"This great judge was commissioned upon the 22nd of March,
1853. In less than eight years he also resigned. It will never
cease to be a matter of professional regret that two such judges
as Campbell and Curtis, having once attained such exalted stations, and having displayed such surpassing judicial powers,
should have felt themselves called upon to retire from membership in a tribunal which they had greatly strengthened and
adorned. In fact, had Campbell remained until the day of his
death, his term of judicial service would have exceeded that of
any man, chief justice or associate, who had ever held a place
upon that bench. It takes time to create a great judicial reputation, and the fruits of judicial wisdom ripen slowly. Had Marshall or Taney been stricken down in the midst of their careers,
they would, as chief justices, be as little known to the country,
as Ellsworth and Chase. * * * * All of Chief Justice Marshall's great constitutional judgments, save two, were pronounced
after he had been fifteen years upon the bench, and the remarkable impression which Story made was after his judicial harness
had become well worn. It is a matter of satisfaction, however, to
record that the influence of Curtis and Campbell upon the bench
which they quitted was not lost, as in after years no men appeared
at the bar whose arguments made a profounder impression."
Campbell, Nelson, and the venerable Chief Justice Taney shaped
the policy of the court and gave character and force to its decisions. It was upon Campbell and Nelson that the chief justice
depended for assistance and support in the grea\ questions that
came before the court.15
"It was with Nelson that the chief justice most frequently con..:urred, and during the latter part of his career, the triumvirate
which corresponded with that of Marshall, Washington and
Story, was composed of Taney, Nelson and Campbell."18
Campbell was profoundly learned in the civil law and from this
source contributed much strength to the court, especially touching
all questions involving an application of the principles of the civil
law.
"He was a profound and philosophical jurist, who gave vigor
•• A near relative of Judge Campbell stated to the writer recently that
Chief Justice Taney often expressed a desire that Campbell should succeed him as chief justice.
1
• Carson's S1,pret11e Court of the U. S., p. 337.
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and breadth to his intellect by constantly resorting to the great
,;ources of Roman law."17
George Ticknor Curtis said in an address before a memorial
meeting of the supreme court of the United States: 18
"More than once, cases which would have been wrongfully decided if decided by the judgment of the other members of the
bench were given a right direction by his (Campbell's) knowledge
of th~ local law and usages of the States composing his circuit.
His familiarity with both the civil and the common law and his
extensive learning enabled him to be of very great service to the
other members of the court."
Soon after his appointment to the supreme court, Judge Campbell was assigned to the Southern circuit, including Louisiana. It
was as judge of this circuit that he presided at the trial of Governor Quitman of Mississippi, Thrasher, and Saunders, and re- ·
quired them to give bond for their good behavior in connection
with a filibustering expedition to Cuba. Mr. Bayne, of the New
Orleans bar, in an address at a memorial service, in the circuit
court of the United States, in honor of Judge Campbell, says of
this trial:
"Soon after his appointment, and after this circuit had been assigned to him, he was called upon to deal with what was called the
filibustering expeditions to Nicaragua and Cuba. Many of the
leading citizens of this State and of Mississippi were brought before him, and a great outcry was made of oppression through the
Federal court. No man could have borne himself with more
dignity or wisdom in the severe ordeal to which he was then subjected. He was firm, courageous, temperate and wise. The persons under arrest were citizens of the highest distinction, among
them the Governor of an adjoining State.
"The question arose, could the Governor of a sovereign State
be carried away to another State by the general government to
answer a criminal charge. Many of the friends of Governor Quitman urged him to resist any such attempt, but he determined to
resign the office of Governor and stand his trial. There were apprehensions here that an attempt would be made to release him
under writs of habeas corpus, or other proceedings from State
courts. Through all of the excitement, Judge Campbell was ternCarson, The Supre,ne Court of the U11ited States, pp. 350-351.
"Proceedi11g_s of a memorial meeting of Bench and Bar of the Supreme
Court of the United States on the death of John A. Campbell, pp. 23-2411
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perate, courageous, wise and dignified. T here never was a nobler
spectacle exhibited in a court of justice, than of this magistrate,
wisely and calmly controlling turbulence, and vindicating the
majesty of the law."19
Justice Campbell's opinion in this case is given in full in the
Montgomery Advertiser atid State Gazette of June 26, 1854, from
which the following extracts are taken:
"This case originated in a requisition by the court upon the
defendant to show cause why he should not give a bond to observe
the laws of the United States, in reference to the preservation of
their neutral and friendly relations with foreign powers~ontained in 3rd vol. United States Statutes at Large, 447."
After a summary of the report of the grand jury, the opinion
proceeds:
"At the time the report was made, the name of the defendant
was returned with others who had declined to answer the interrogatories of the jury, and a printed statement of the facts which
had occurred while he was before the jury has been filed. By
that statement, it appears that a printed circular, marked 'private
and confidential,' signed by J. S . Thrasher as 'Corresponding
Secretary' of an association, was handed to the witness, was examined by him, and he was asked for an account of the meetings
and proceedings described in it. That the witness declined to give
information because his answers would incriminate him. The
printed circular referred to is also filed. It discloses the facts of
several meetings in New Orleans, for the purpose of considering
upon the means of liberating Cuba from the government of Spain,
that there is a junta which acts in the name of 'Free Cuba' and
represents its 'aspirations'-that this junta has collected a large
sum of money ($500,000), and holds intercourse with military
men in the United States, relative to that object; that it issues
bonds in the name and upon the pledge of the Independent Island
and proposed government, and makes contracts with citizens of
the United States, to be trustees and treasurers of the movement,
and to take the military control of it. It contains the contract of a
board of American trustees to hold its money, and the declarations
of an eminent military leader, who agrees to take command of the
expedition when a million of money is collected. That the meetings are all in the design of fulfilling this requisition of this
leader, whose name is not given. The bonds are issued to the
subscribers at one-third of their par value, and the military leader

,. Proceedings of memorial meetings, etc., p.

12.
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is pledged, should the expedition prove successful, to employ his
influence to procure their assumption as a public debt of 'Free
Cuba.' The circular discloses the fact that Cuba is in no condition to effect her own liberation; that the strength of the government and the vigilance of its police exposes every revolutionary movement in the island to defeat.
"The whole plan is addressed to citizens of the United States,
and is for their execution. The military chief, selected from the
United States, is the soul of the enterprise.
"The defendant is known to be an accomplished soldier, having
a large share of the public confidence, and especially of those
States which border on the Gulf of Mexico. The report of the
grand jury is 'that his name has figured prominently with the
rumored expedition,' and for that reason he was cited to afford
evidence 'in relation to the rumor in this city of an expedition,
the tendency and purpose of which would be to violate the neutrality laws of the United States.' The circular I have described
was handed to the defendant, was inspected by him, and it contains a description of a person and the report of a speech, which,
perhaps, might be attributed to the defendant without great injustice, whenever the fact is ascertained that he would consent to
implicate himself in an enterprise like that set forth. The defendant confessed the fact of a connection of a kind which rendered it a matter of impropriety for the grand jury to press any
question upon him relative to the details of the movement. 'The
obvious inference,' say the grand jury, 'is that these rumors were
not altogether without foundation,' and they find, from other evidence, that an expedition is on foot 'for the purpose of assisting a
·Cuban revolution, or of making a demonstration upon the island.'
"The questions presented to the court are, is there a reasonable
ground for the belief that the defendant is connected with the
preparation of such an ent~rprise? Does the existence of such a
su~picion impose a duty upon the court?"
Next follows a strictly legal discussion of the case, with citation of authorities. Then it proceeds:
"The facts disclosed in the report of the grand jury, with the
explanatory evidence accompanying that report, leave me n0 room
for hesitation or doubt.
"I have set forth at large the reasons for the judgment I have
given, that there may be no misconstruction nor mistake of the
grounds upon which this court has acted.
" I have explained, in the charge adrlressed to the grarid jury,
my sense of the importance of the act of Congress, involved in this
discussion, and my opinion of the policy in which it is founded.
The honor of our country, the fair renut~ of its citizens. in my

I
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opinion, require an exact observance of that act. It is a law binding upon our whole people, and the principles which justify its
violation, menace the order and repose of the whole confederacy.
"But if my opinions were the reverse of what they are, in the
position I occupy, I have but a single duty to perform. To the
full extent and no further of the powers conferred upon me, I
must enforce its execution.
"The defendant has, before a portion of this court, declared
his inability to fulfill the public duty of affording information of
practices involving a breach of the laws; [it is presumed thatl
that this inability arises from some undisclosed connection with
those who are thus engaged. The President of the United States
has admonished the country that there is danger of a violation of
these important statutes, and the grand jury, after a patient investigation, certify that this admonition has a legitimate foundation.
"Public rumor has attached suspicion to the name of the defendant, according to the certificate. I will say with the chief
justice of England, already quoted, 'We should be poor guardians
of the public peace, if we could not interfere until an actual outrage had taken place, and perhaps, fatal consequences ensued.' "
He also presided at the trial of William Walker and his band in
1858. The following account of this trial is quoted from an address of Judges Semmes, who was district attorney of the United
States for the district of Louisiana at the time of the trial.
"In 1858, while I was district attorney of the United States for
the district of Louisiana, Judge Campbell came from Washington
to preside at the trial of Walker and his little army, organized to
invade Nicaragua-they had been captured by a war vessel of the
United States and brought here (New Orleans) charged with
violating the neutrality laws. Pierre Soule defended the prisoners; the evidence was conclusive, and the charge of the court
was a masterly exposition of the law applicable to the facts, which
were summed up with great power. Public opinion in the South
favored the prisoners, and it required a courageous judge to
perform his duty in the face of hostile criticism and the almost
resistless current of popular feeling."20

Campbell was by nature and choice a lawyer. In ordinary
times he would have devoted himself wholly to the technical details of the law. But the stormy years from 1850 to 1861 permitted no man of ability and earnestness to stand aloof from pub., Proceedings of the memorial meeting, etc., pp. 6 and 7.
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lie affairs. CampbeII recognized the importance of the issuef$
formed clear cut opinions about them, and from time to time gav
utterance to them in his 4Jdefinite legal way. He believed in
State rights, and held that a State had the right to secede, but
was strongly opposed to the policy of secession on the ground
that it was not expedient. In an article on the rights of the slave
States published in the Southern Quarterly Review, January,
1851, he said :21
"A State may dissolve its relation to the Union at its pleasure.
Most of the States have declared the inherent and inalienable
power, of modifying their government, as the fundamental principle of their social compact, and some of the States, in their act
ratifying the Federal constitution, plainly and unequivocaily asserted it and reserved it."
His position on this matter was weII understood; and the State
rights men approved his appointment to the bench because of his
views on this question, rather than because he was a pro-slavery
man, as suggested by Van Holst.22
CampbeII was energetic in his opposition23 to the policy of secession and to anything he thought would lead to it. In a letter
written June 12, 186o, to his kinsman, L. Q. C. Lamar, afterwards
a justice of the supreme court of the United States, he said in
regard to the withdrawal of the Southern delegation from the
Charleston convention :24
"I received your penitent letter of the 7th instant yesterday. If I had the powers of a Turkish cadi, I should condemn
aII the Southern actors in that scene to wear veils for four years.
Their faces should not be seen among Democrats, I am not sure
but what my sentence would comprise certain bastinadoes for aII
Southern Quarterly Review, vol. iii, new series, p. 141.
"It is generally known that the court had recommended his appointment to the president, and the leaders of the State Rights' party, of which
the dece~sed was a member, were so anxious to have him on the bench
that the dominant majority of the Senate postponed and thereby defeated
the nomination of Mr. E. A. Bradford, of the New Orleans bar, merely
because he was a Whig and in order to save the place for Judge Campbell.''-Judge Semmes, Memorial Address, p. 5.
"' "Campbell had exerted his influence against secession though he did
not believe in its unconstitutionality."-Fitzhugh Lee, in Century Magazine,
July r8¢, p. 477, Footnote.
"'Edward Mayes, Life of L. Q. C. Lamar, p. 84.
21
22
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those from whom something better should have come. In that
case, you and your friends, Cable and Jackson, would have carried sore feet for a long time." 25
In an address delivered before the- Alabama Bar Association,
20
Campbell was mentioned for the nomination for the presidency in connection with the Charleston convention. The following notice appeared
in the papers of the time:
"Hon. John A. Campbell.-We notice that the suggestion made in our
columns some time since, of the name of Mr. Justice Campbell in connection
with the next presidency, is attracting very general notice, and is received
in many quarters with decided marks of gratification. We note this with
pleasure, for we are certain that with Mr. Campbell in the presidential
chair, we would have a man of energy, ability and will-one who would
carry out firmly and zealously what he considered the best policy for the
country, both at home and abroad.
"Looking at the doctrine of availability alone, it is difficult to see why
Mr. Campbell should not receive the nomination at Charleston. He would
run well at the North, and would not be objected to at the South, upon the
Cincinnati Platform, pure and simple. By nominating him then, the
Convention would nicely escape the difficulties that beset the making of
new platforms, and might, with Ulyssean wisdom, pass safely between the
Scylla of territorial protection to slavery on the one hand, and the Charybdis of Douglas popular sovereignty on the other.
"What say our neighbors, who claim to lead the two rival wings of the
Mobile Democracy? Will they drop their weapons of offense and unite
upon the man-Judge Campbell and let the Cincinnati Platform stand?
Perhaps if they will do so at once, they may save themselves some recanting and perplexity after the Charleston Convention shall have met and
spoken."
A writer in one of the leading Democratic papers in Georgia, supposed
to have Douglas tendencies, warmly takes up the suggestion, and says that
Mr. Campbell stands "prominently before the country as combining in his
whole private and public history the elements of character eminently fitted
to the high position which would be dignified and adorned by so eminently
gifted a citizen."

He proceeds to give a brief sketch of Mr. Campbell's education and
acquirements, and finally to urge his entire fitness for the high position
in which he would have him placed. The following are the concluding
paragraphs of the article to which we have referred:
"There is no valid objection that any Northern or Northwestern Democrat, can offer to the record of John A. Campbell-his capacious mind soars
above the paltry intrigues and ebullitions of the passing hour, and calm1y
fixes its hopes, its purposes, and objects on the preservation of the institutions of the country, as swayed and fashioned by our fathers, and incorporated in a written constitution, forming a Union of empires, which have
thus far marched on to a condition of greatness and prosperity, unparalleled
in ancient or modern times.
"Let our South then rally its forces and meet our Northern and Northwestern brethren in the Charleston Convention, confiding in its wisdom,
j_ustice and moderation; and while determined, as heretofore, to abide the
decision of that convention, whosoever may be the nominee, to urge upon
the convention the right in political courtesy due the South, at this time,
to elevate one of her favorite sons to the Presidency, and that son the
Hon. John A. Campbell."-Mobile Advertiser, reprinted in The Co11federation, Montgomery, Ala., April 21, 1860.
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1884, Judge Campbell, speaking of the secession of Alabama,
said :2 G
"I was at the time a citizen of Alabama, and had such relations
with the State as to authorize me to express a public and frank
dissent to the proceedings which then took place."
In a letter to Judge Curtis, previously referred to in this paper,
he said :21

"You are aware that I was not a patron or friend of the secession movement. My condemnation of it and my continuance in
the supreme court were regarded as acts for which there could be
no tolerance."
In a letter to Daniel Chandler, of Mobile, Ala., of November 24,
186o, he said :28

"The fact that Mr. Lincoln has been chosen president of the
United States, in my opinion, is not a sufficient cause for the dissolution of the Union."
And on November 26, 186o, he again wrote Mr. Chandler:29
"I have no sympathy with those who would precipitate ours or
any other State into consequences, that cannot fail, under any
circumstances, to produce disaster and distress."
And in closing this letter he said :
"I have endeavored to show-that tlie election of Mr. Lincoln
does not afford sufficient ground for the dissolution of the Union.
Second, that the great subject of disturbance-that of slavery in
the Territories-rests upon a satisfactory foundation, and that we
have nothing to ask except that the status quo be respected.
Third, that the subject of the rendition of fugitive slaves can be
adjusted to the satisfaction of the injured property holder, and
without dishonor to ourselves. Fourth, that in relation to the
maintenance of the rights we have, or those that have been defeated or impaired, and in whatever concerns the subjects
of contumely and insult we complain of, there may be a sufficient cause for increased vigilance, for preparation, for alliance
among the Southern States, for the demand of new guarantees,
but not for disunion, until there is a refusal of redress."
,. Report of the Alabama State Bar Association, 1884, p. 86.
"Century Magazine, May 1889, p. 950.
• The fndependent, Gainesville, Ala., Dec. 22, 186o.
• Mobile Daily Mercury, May 17, 1861.
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But while he was opposed .to secession as a remedy for the existing evils, he none the less clearly recognized the wrongs that
were inflicted on the South.80
This was uniformly his position all through the exciting years
from the close of the Mexican war to the outbreak of the Civil
war. The measures afterwards known as the compromise of r850
did not satisfy his sense of justice.
In a letter written August 13, 1850, to a mass meeting in Montgomery, Campbell says:
"Whenever the Federal government, and much more, when a
single department of the Federal government, upon a questiona question of a disputed title to property-shall venture to employ
the army and navy of the Confederacy to subdue one of its members, it is clear that the very foundations of the Union are at once
subverted."
"One cannot but feel that the same adverse influences that have
assented in Congress to the denial of the rights of the South to
equality in the Union are now operating upon the executive department to insure the dismemberment of Texas." 31

In a letter on the compromises of 1850, written in response to
an invitation to a dinner at Prattville, Alabama, he says :32
"California, by an infamous juggle, was constituted into a State,
and her claims to admission into the Union sanctioned. Southern
property in New Mexico and Utah is subjected to litigation and
embarrassment from Mexican laws, and their ignorant and mixed
population have been empowered to legislate against it."
Mr. Campbell was a delegate from Alabama to the Nashville
convention of 1850 and wrote the resolutions substantially as they
were when unanimously adopted by that convention.38 An exam"' President Pierce says, in a letter written December 24, 186o, to Campbell in response to a letter from him of December 19, 186o, "In view of
your strong conviction of the wrongs perpetrated against the people and
institutions of the Southern States, I doubly honor the devotion with
which you cling to the Union." The Confederation, Jan. 4, 186r.
11
Advertiser and State Gazette, Aug. 28, 1850.
"Advertiser ·and State Gazette, Dec. II, 1850.
.. On June 6, at the same time that the committee on resolutions was announced, Campbell introduced and read a series of sixteen resolutions.Republican Banner and Nashville Whi~, June 6, 1850.
The principles enunciated in the original resolutions by Campbell are
substantially the same as those in the resolutions as finally adopted by the
convention. There are a number of changes in the phraseology of all the
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ination of these resolutions will show that his view as to the
rights of the States in the territories at this time is in harmony
with his position on that subject expressed later in his Dred Scott
opinion.
They are as follows :

"r. Resolved, That the Territories of the United States belong
to the people of the several States of this Union as their common
property. That the citizens of the several States have equal rights
to migrate with their property to these Territories, and are equally
entitled to the protection of the Federal government in the enjoyment of that property so long as the Territories remain under the
charge of that government.
"2. Resolved, That all laws that have been passed by Congress
for the purpose of excluding !from the Territories of the Union
property lawfully acquired by the citizens of the States under
their laws, violate the rights of the citizens under the constitution.
"3. Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress to provide governments of the Territories, and to extend to them the sway of
the constitution and laws of the Union. That the spirit of American institutions forbids the maintenance of military governments
on American territories in time of peace. That it is the duty of
the Federal government to refuse a recognition of foreign laws
in American territories which serve to bring into dispute the
rights of the citizens of the States of the Union, to the enjoyment
of their religion, property or personal security within their territories; but it should provide as ample guarantees for the exercise of those rights in the Territories as exist in the States of the
Union.
"4. Resolved, That for the protection of the property recognized in the several States of the Union (as well as for other
causes) the people of those States invested the Federal government with the powers of war and negotiation, of maintaining armies and navies, and of forming alliances and compacts, and denied to the State authorities those powers. That no discrimination was made in the Federal constitution as to the extent of the
protection to be afforded, or the restriction of property to be defended. Nor was it permitted to the Federal government to determine what is property. Whatever the laws of the State consututed as property in the Federal government is bound to protect
as such. It is therefore the sense of this convention that every
resolutions except the first, which is identical with the original. The
eleventh, twelfth and sixteenth of the original resolutions are omitted, and
the thirteenth of the original is the eleventh of the resolutions as adopted.
The fourteenth becomes the twelfth and the fifteenth the thirteenth.
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act of the Federal government which places any portion of the
property lawfully held in the States of the Union, out of the protection of the Federal government, or which discriminates in the
nature and extent of the protection to be given to different species
of property, or which impairs the title of the citizen in any of the
Territories of the Union, without affording just compensation, is
a plain and palpable violation of the obligations of the government
and is contrary to the spirit and meaning of the constitution of the
United States.
"5. Resolved, That the slave-holding States of this Union from
a just regard to the constitution of the United States and to the
rights and honor of their citizens cannot and will not $Ubmit to
the adoption by Congress of any discriminations against the owners of slaves, in favor of other proprietors-nor that the imposition of any onerous conditions or restrictions shall be imposed by
Federal authority upon the rights of masters to remove their
property into the Territories of the U nited States.
"6. Resolved, That a plain recognition and a firm support of
the equal rights of the citizens of the several States in the territories of the Union, on the part of the Federal authorities, with a
repudiation of all power to make a discrimination against the
proprietors of any species of property held under the laws of the
States, would restore peace to the country and reconcile the divisions that now exist between the States. That it is the deliberate
opinion of this convention that the toleration which Congress has
given to the notion that the powers of the Federal government
might be indirectly employed to overturn those institutions in the
States which are confessedly beyond the direct control and jurisdiction of the Federal government constitutes a principal source
of that discord which menaces the tranquility of the country and
has reduced the Federal government to a condition of imbecility
and inanition.
"7. Resolved, That we ask this recognition upon the authority
of that fundamental principle of equality in the relations which
the states and their citizens bear to each other in the constitution
of the Union. This principle cannot be disturbed without disturbing the framework of the American institutions. The assaults
upon the rights of the slave-holding States and Territories, are
blows aimed at the constitution itself. The defenders of those
rights are the defenders of the constitution. The men who would
defeat or destroy them are guilty of infidelity to the constitution
and if disunion follows from them, they are the disunionists.
"8. Resolved, That upon this principle the difficulties that environ the country would be removed. The Territories of the Union
would be gradually settled and the population disciplined and improved without interference from wily politicians. Their institutions would be adjusted by the wants and opinions of the immi-

124

Alabama Historical Society.

grants and their constitution as States would be the result of deliberate choice and not of extraneous intermeddling-a people
thus formed might properly claim an admission to the Union and
all would admit the sufficiency of the claim.
"9. Resolved, That upon this principle, the questions, in regard to the boundaries of Texas would lose their sectional character, and might be adjusted upon a magnanimous consideration
of what is due from the United States without reference to the
passions or prejudices of any part of the country.
"IO. Resolved, That upon a recognition of this principle, a
spirit of conciliation would be infused into the discussion of every
question which has grown out of this controversy and a permanent and satisfactory adjustment could not fail to take place.
"I 1. Resolved, That the opinions avowed in Congress that it
should be the policy of the Federal government to surround the
slave-holding States with free Territories that slavery might be
abolished in the States; that the enactment of laws restricting the _
removal of slaves to the Territories of the Union should be
adopted: that the representatives of slave States in Congress
should be cured of a propensity to declare wars and to make conquest: and that slaves become free by the fact of touching any
soil of the United States beyond the jurisdiction of the States, are
alarming manifestations of hostility to the equal positions of the
slave-holding States in the Union, are dangerous declarations
against their peace and tranquility, and demand from this convention a special notice and unmixed reprobation.
"12. Resolved, That the appropriations by the non-slave-holding States of the Union to their aggrandizement and use of Territories acquired by the expenditure of the blood and treasure of the
people of all the States, cannot fail to produce lasting consequences of evil to the country. Whether the political ties which
bind the parts of the Union together can withstand s.:> enormous a
pressure of outrage and injustice, this convention will not inquire.
Conceding that they can sustain the trial, permanent heart-burnings, discontent and mistrust would certainly remain. The spirit
of nationality which has marked the American people in the time
of war, and which has secured success to their arms, would be destroyed. A want of confidence in the faith and justice of the
common government would paralyze the energies of the soldier
and confuse the counsels of the patriot. It would finally be a
triumph of fanaticism, party spirit, sordid and selfish ambition
and sectional hate, over the broad and comprehensive principles
and the plain meaning, intent and purposes of the constitution of
the United States.
"13. Resolved, That in the event a dominant majority shall
refuse to recognize the great constitutional rights we assert, and
shall continue to deny the obligations of the Federal government
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to maintain them, it is the sense of this convention that the Territories might be treated as property, and divided between the sections of the Union, so that the rights of both sections might be
adequately secured in their respective shares. That we are aware
that this course is open to grave objections, but we are re3:dy to
acquiesce in the adoption of the line of 36 degrees 30 mmutes
north latitude as the line of division, as we did on a former occasion upon considerations of what is due to the stability of our
institutions.
"14. Resolved, That it is the opinion of this convention that
this controversy should be ended, either by a recognition of the
constitutional rights of the Southern people or by an equitable
partition of the Territories. That the spectacle of a confederacy
of States involved in quarrel over the fruits of a war in which
the American arn1s were crowned with glory, is humiliating.
T hat the offer by the majority of terms of settlement which fourteen States regard as disparaging and dishonorable, is degrading
to the country. A termination of this controversy, by a disruption
of the confederacy or an abandonment of the Territories acquired
in the treaty of peace, to prevent that result, would be a climax to
the shame and disgrace which already attaches to it, results that
it is the paramount and urgent duty of Congress to avert.
"15. Resolved, That this convention has no right to conclude
that Congress will adjourn without making an adjustment of this
controversy and in the present condition of the questions this convention does not feel at liberty to discuss the measure suitable for
a resistance of laws involving a dishonor of the Southern States.
"16. Resolved, That when this convention shall adjourn that
it adjourn to meet at this city the
day of
next."34
It is a curious fact that Campbell, who never pretended to be
a diplomatist, should be best known to most readers of history
for his connection with the negotiations about Fort Sumter.
His intense desire to prevent the destruction of the Union
and to avert civil war induced him to remain in Washington and exert every means at his command to bring about some
peaceable settlement of the controversy between the Federal and
the Confederate authorities. By his efforts in this connection, he
was placed in a most embarrassing and difficult position.35
,. Republican Banner atul Nashville Whig, Thursday, June 6, 1850.
,. Mr. Thomas L. Bayne, of the New Orleans bar, who knew Judge
Campbell long and intimately, has spoken of his position at this time as
follows:
"It is scarcely possible now to conceive a more embarrassing, and at
the same time more humiliating, position than that he was compelled to

'll
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An examination of all the facts connected with his conduct at
this time shows, beyond all question, that he was actuated by the
most honorable and patriotic motives. There is not a well authenticated fact on record to show that he misled or deceived any of
the parties concerned. That Seward stated to Campbell that Fort
Sumter would be evacuated is a matter of record and is not questioned. That Seward repeated this promise with emphasis as
late as April 8th is a fact beyond question. There is nothing to
show that there was any collusion between Seward and Campbell.
The Southern commissioners knew36 the source of Campbell's
information as to Sumter and on whom he relied for the pledges
as to the evacuation of the fort, and were not deceived by anything Campbell did or said to them for which he was personally
responsible.37
When the promises38 as to the surrender of Fort Sumter were
not kept, Campbell was indignant, and addressed a note to Seward in which he charged that the Confederate government had
been deceived through the statements made by Seward and communicated to the Southern commissioners by Campbell as to the
surrender of the fort. Campbell's note was dated April 13th,
after Fort Sumter had been fired upon. It recited all the steps
taken as well as the promises made, and expressed the opinion
take at that time. He was opposed to the secession of the States, and it
nearly broke his heart to think of the dissolution of the Union. And yet
he had strong convictions in favor of the rights of the States; so that,
practically, he had not the sympathy of either of the parties with whom
he was conferring in the interest of peace."-Proceedi11gs of memorial
meeting, in honor of John A. Campbell in the Circuit Court of the United
States at New Orleans, April 6, 1889, p. 13.

.. The Genesis of the Civil War, p. 332.
"In the preparation of his book, The Genesis of the Civil War, Craw-

ford had access to the papers and private correspondence of Secretary of
State Seward and to the papers of Judge Campbell. He also had many
interviews on the subject of the surrender of Fort Sumter with Judge
Campbell, and made notes of them at the time.-Genesis of the Civil War,
p. 461.

Mrs. Henrietta Campbell Lay, now of Baltimore, Md., daughter of Judge
Campbell, in a letter to the writer, Oct. 21, 1904, says, "General Crawford
spent evening after evening making notes from my father's conversation
and examining his memoranda, concerning his interviews with Seward
and the surrender of Fort Sumter."
., Original paper by Campbell quoted from the Genesis of the Civil War,
by Crawford, p. 344.
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that the equivocating conduct of the administration was the proximate cause of the great calamity. He concluded by stating that
it was his profound conviction that the action of the authorities
at Montgomery could be referred to nothing else than their belief that a systematic duplicity had been practiced upon them
through him. 30
Judge Campbell had been induced40 to remain in Washington
by Judge Nelson and to exert his efforts in the interest of peace.
Judge Nelson had represented to him that he could be of great
service to the country. They continued their efforts jointly until
March 22, when matters became so complicated that Nelson decided to retire from further efforts in the matter and left Washington.41
Circumstances had so involved J udge Campbell in the negotiations at this time and his personal obligations to the commissioners were such that he could not have retired from further
exertions in the matter had he so desired.
Crawford in his Genesis of the Civil War says :42
"When the delay in regard to any action at Fort Sumter became known, and matters seemed to be growing more serious,
Justice Nelson retired from any further participation in the negotiations, and left Washington on the day of last interview, the
22nd of March. He was satisfied with the results of the efforts
made by him in favor of peace, but he deemed that the cask
seemed to be growing further than he had contemplated. His
.. No response was ever made by Seward to the communication of
April 13.
"On the 20th, one week later, Justice Campbell enclosed a copy of his
previous communication, disclaiming any conclusions unfavorable to the
Secretary, nor any opinion not susceptible of modification by explanation.
An explanation was, however, insisted upon, as the Justice thought that
the assurances of the Secretary had been continued after the decision in
regard to Sumter had been abandoned. In case of refusal he would not
hold himself debarred from placing 'these letters' before such persons
as were entitled to an explanation from him. His full title as Associate
justice of the supreme court of the United States was signed to this communication. Thus ended the 'voluntary interposition' of an official high
in position, and whose sole object was to prevent a collision which would
inaugurate war between the States. Like many of his countrymen, he
believed that, in the preservation of peace, a settlement would be ultimately
reached that would satisfy the best and most patriotic minds, and to this
end he devoted his best energies."- Genesis of the Civil War, p. 344.
'° Burgess, The Civil War and the Constitution, vol. i, pp. 151-2.
"Crawford, The Genesis of the Civil War, p. 333.
"Ibid, p. 333.
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colleague, Justice Campbell, was likewise ir:ipressed, b;1t being so
far involved, he determined, upon the advice of Justtc~ Nelson,
to continue until the evacuation of Fort Sumter, relymg upon
the alleged promises of the Secretary of State, and then to withdraw from further participation in the matter."
It was at this time that Justice Nelson, in reply to an inquiry
of Justice Campbell if he could rely upon Seward, said,0 "He
will not deceive you."
It is not the purpose here to reflect on the honor of any man
connected with this incident. There is no doubt that Seward
told Campbell that Fort Sumter would be evacuated and that he
repeated and reaffirmed the statement, several times. As late as
April 8 he wrote•• in response to an inquiry of Justice Campbell,
"Faith as to Fort Sumter fully kept; wait and see." This pledge
was not kept. It is also equally certain that Campbell felt that he
had been deceived and that the Confederate authorities had been
deceived by the pledges of the secretary of state as made to him
and communicated by him to the Confederate commissioners.0
It is a reasonable conclusion to draw from a liberal consideration of all the facts and circumstances of the event that
Seward did not intend deliberately to impose upon the confidence
of Justice Campbell.
That Seward favored a peace policy is well known. It is also
well established that Seward expected to exercise a much larger
influence over the administration than he did, and that on account
of his experience and reputation, and his prominence as the leader
of the Republican party, and because of the lack of experience
of the president in large public affairs, he ventured to speak for
the administration to a degre! he was not authorized to do.
It is probable that Seward made the representation to Justice
Campbell in good faith, expecting that his peace policy would
prevail, but that later he discovered that Lincoln was the real
head of the government and that he had overestimated his own
influence and authority! 6
." _Quoted from Southern Historical Society Papers, in the Genesis of the
Cwil War, p. 333.
.. From MSS. of Justice Campbell quoted by Crawford in Genesis of
the Civil War, p. 340.
.. Genesis of the Civil War, p. 344.
" Stanton to Buchanan quoted from Lothrop's Life of Seward, p. 275.
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Campbell's persistent opposition to the policy of secession 'with
the failure of the negotiations with regard to Fort Sumter, for
which he was not at fault, and his remaining a member of the
supreme court after Alabama had seceded, for which he had
given the most reasonable explanation, caused him to be very unpopular in certain quarters at ·the South.47
After his resignation from the supreme court in May, 1861,
Campbell returned to Alabama. Of his reception and the reasons
for it he has given a very correct and full account in a letter to
Judge Curtis written in July, 1865, and first published in the
Century Magazine for May, 1889, from which the following
quotation is taken :48
"You are aware that I was not a patron or friend of the secession movement. My condemnation of it and my continuance in
the supreme court were regarded as acts for which there could
be no tolerance. When I returned to Alabama in May, 1861, it
was to receive coldness, aversion, or contumely from the secession population. I did not agree to recant what I had said, or to
explain what I had done; and thus, instead of appeasing my opponents, I aggravated my offense. This was still more aggravated by my' opinion that cotton was not king ; that privateering
would not expel Northern commerce from the ocean, but would
affront European opinion, and that privateering and slavery
would prevent recognition, and that the war would be long and
implacable; that the Northern people were a proud and powerful
"The attack made on him called forth !he following earnest protest
from the Pickens Republican of May 20 1861.
"Hon. J. A. Campbell.-Since Judge Campbell has resigned his place on
the supreme court bench and returned to Alabama, we see some of the
Mobile papers have been denouncing him in the most violent terms, on
account of his former anti-secession views. This is altogether wrong.
Judge Campbell is now with the South and should be encouraged and sustained. He brings to our aid an intellect massive and gigantic. Intellectually, he has no superior South. He was born and·raised in the South, and
is now thoroughly with us. We are glad he is on our side, and would like
to see him put where his great talents could be of use to us. We are for
getting all the help we can, and think it ruinous policy to be raking up old
political records to stir up political strife among ourselves, when union and
brotherly feeling are so important at the South. We see no sense in republishing Judge Campbell's letter of last November, with the view of prejudicing him in the public estimation. He is right now, and that's enough.
We think the exhortation of the Apostle Paul should be heeded, "Now I
beseech you, brethren, that ye all speak the same thing, and there be no
divisions among you; but that ye be perfectly joined together in the same
mind, and in the same judgment."-The Pickens Republican, Carrollton,
Ala., May 20, 1861.
"Century Magazine, May, 1889, p. 950.
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people that would not endure the supposed insults they have suffered, and that their 'pocket nerve' was not their most sensitive
nerve."
He spent much of his time from May, 1861, to October, 1862,
when he became assistant secretary of war, in alleviating the
sufferings of the sick, wounded and bereaved, and in establishing
hospitals and doing private charities.49 He explained the circumstances of his being appointed assistant secretary of war in
the Confederate government and his motives for accepting the
office in his letter to Judge Curtis, in which he says :50
"I had no connection with the Confederate government in 1861
nor until the last of October, 1862. General Randolph, whom
I scarcely knew, asked me to be assistant secretary of war, with
an apology for doing so. Much of the business and feeling of
the country centered in the war department, and there was a want
of some controlling mind in regulating its civil and judicial business. The conscription brought all persons of military age under its jurisdiction; impressments affected property, military
domination very often infracted personal liberty and private right.
There had been vexation and delay in the transaction of business.
"I did not desire a conspicuous place, and every overture to
place me in Mr. Davis's cabinet had been discountenanced with
emphasis. I declined to go abroad. My wish was to be of use in
mitigating the evils there were in the country. I cannot make
you feel how large they were."
Mr. Thomas L. Bayne, of New Orleans, says :51
"I saw him often at that time, and was the medium of communication between him and General Randolph, the secretary of
war, when he was requested to accept the position of assistant
secretary of war; he said that he did not desire any office or
position, but was willing to be detailed to do the work, and consented to take the office only when it was said that it must be filled
by some one who was to discharge the duty which he had been
asked to perform. All persons connected with the Confederate
government know how faithfully he performed his duty; how
much he impressed himself upon the legislation of the country ;
how humane he was in the administration of the laws of con.. Century Maga.zi11e, May, r88g, p. 950.
'° Ce11tury Magazine, May, 1889, p. 950.
., Proceedings of the Memorial Meeting. etc., p. r3.
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scription and how earnestly he labored to induce some settlement
between the Confederate and Federal governments."52
Henry S. Foote said of Judge Campbell :~3
"When I saw this highly endowed and eminently disinterested
and patriotic man for many long and dreary months patiently and
quietly performing the duties of a subordinate position in the war
department, at Richmond, under the supervision of men, who,
compared with him, were pigmies in intellect, I could not help
mentally recurring to the noted case of Epaminondas, in the olden
time, who was insultingly sentenced to sweep the streets of
Thebes as a meet reward for public services which all the wealth
and honors in the gift of his stupid and inappreciative countrymen would have been able but poorly and inadequately to requite."
Judge Campbell was one of the three comm1ss1oners on the
part of the Confederate government at the Hampton Roads conference. Of the origin of this conference he says :~4
"In December [1864) I wrote to Judge Nelson a letter inviting
an interview with him, and asking that Messrs. Ewing, Stanton,
or yourself [Judge Curtis) might come. I obtained a license to
write this letter and to have this communication. * * * *
I have never had a reply to the letter, though I was told there
was one. In lieu of this there came Francis P. Blair."
Campbell went to the conference with a definite conviction that
the Confederate government could maintain an organization but
a very short time and that it was tne duty of those in authority
to agree on some terms of negotiation in the interests of humanity. He says :55
"My own purpose was to ascertain, if possible, the precise
views of Messrs. Lincoln and Seward, as to the manner in which
reconstruction would be effected, and the rights that would be

•• J. B. Jones, in his Rebel War Clerk's Diary, suggests that Cam·pbell
would have been appointed chief justice of the supreme court of the Confederate government had the bill for the creation of a department of justice
passed. He also suggests that opposition to this bill on the part of many
of the Confederate congressmen was due not only to their unwillingness
to have a supreme court but to their personal opposition to Campbell.
.. Emch and Bar of the South and Southwest, pp. 204-2<>6.
°' Century Magazine, May, 1889, p. 951.
.. Reminiscences and Documents Relating to the Civil War During the
Year r865, by John A. Campbell, p. 16.
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secured to the Southern States in the event that one should take
place."
Mr. Campbell had no confidence in the theory advanced by
Blair that an armistice might be formed while the Federal and
Confederate authorities joined forces to expel Maximilian from
Mexico. In fact, Mr. Stephens was the only one of the three com ·
missioners who had any faith that anything might be accomplished
by the proposition for an armistice. After Mr. Stephens had
talked a good deal to Mr. Lincoln about it and had become entangled in an argument with Mr. Seward about State rights,
Mr. Campbell asked how the reconstruction was to be accomplished, if the Confederate States consented to which Mr. Lincoln answered, "by disbanding the troops and permitting the Na-·
tional authorities to resume their functions." Mr. Lincoln stated
early in the conference that he would entertain no proposition for
an armistice and that Mr. Blair was not authorized to represent
him as willing to entertain any such proposition.56
The conference failed because it was impossible for the Southern commissioners to treat with Mr. Lincoln on the conditions
he imposed, namely, that all negotiations should be on the basis
of one common country ; for the instructions from their government were that they should base all negotiations for peace
upon the recognition of the independence of the Confederacy 57
Campbell thought the terms proposed by President Lincoln
should have been accepted if they could not get better. He
says :08
"There was, in my opinion, full justification for the appeal that
peace on the precise terms offered at the Hampton Roads conference, if none better could be obtained, should have been accepted."
He was so thoroughly convinced of the necessity for peace
that he did not cease his efforts after the failure of the Hampton
Roads conference. He addressed a letter, February 24, 1865,
to William A. Graham, a Confederate senator from North Caro,. Ibid, p. 15.
01
Ibid, pp. 4 and 5.
,. Ibid, p. 22.
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Jina, to show the advantages of accepting President Lincoln's
terms over risking the consequences of a total defeat of the Confederate forces on the field of battle.5 9
He also addressed a long and carefully prepared letter to Gen.
Breckenridge, the Confederate secretary of war, on March 5, 1865,
to show that the treasury was empty and the resources of
the Confederacy exhausted. He emphasized in this letter the
deplorable and distressing conditions existing in many parts of
the South and the unhappy political condition in many of the
States. He closed his letter to Gen. Breckenridge with the following earnest exhortation, in which hope is alternating with
foreboding of the gloom and disaster threatening the devoted
Confederacy :60
"You cannot but have perceived how much of the treasure of
the hopes and affections of the people of all the States, has been
deposited in Virginia, and how much the national spirit has been
upheld by the operations here. When this exchequer becomes
exhausted, I fear that we shall be bankrupt, and that the public
spirit in the South and Southwestern States will fail.
"It is the province of statesmanship to consider of these things.
The South may succumb, but it is not necessary that she should
be destroyed. I do not regard reconstruction as involving destruction, unless our people should forget the incidents of their
heroic struggle and become debased and degraded. It is the
duty of their statesmen and patriots to guard them in the future
with even more care and tenderness than they have done in the
past. There is anarchy in the opinions of men here, and few are
willing to give counsel, and still fewer are willing to incur the
responsibility of taking or advising action. In these circumstances I have surveyed the whole ground, I believe calmly and
dispassionately. The picture I do not think has been too highly
colored. I do not ask that my views be accepted, but that a candid inquiry be made with the view of action. I recommend that
General Lee be requested to give his opinion upon the condition
of the country, upon a submission of these facts, and that the
president submit the subject to the Senate, or to Congress, and
invite their action."61
Campbell was the only man who had held a position of any
prominence in the Confederate government who remained in
"Ibid, p. 23.
00
Ibid, p. JI .
., Ibid, p. JI.
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Richmond after it was evacuated on April 2. He met President
Lincoln, who came to the city on April 4, and had several interviews with him. He suggested that no restrictions of any sort
be laid on the inhabitants save as to police and the preservation
of order; to which President Lincoln assented.
He discussed the terms on which peace should be granted and
the policy of reconstruction that should be adopted. An agreement was reached between President Lincoln and Mr. Campbell for calling the legislature of Virginia together looking to
the reconstruction of that State, but the surrender of General
Lee on April 9, and the assassination of President Lincoln
April 14 put an end to these plans. Lincoln, had, however, at
the instance of Stanton, revoked the order for the calling of the
Virginia legislature, on April 12. Campbell remained in Richmond until May 22, when he was arrested upon a short and
abrupt order from the war department, and imprisoned in ForL
Pulaski, Georgia. 62
He was released from prison after a few months through the
influence and exertions of Judge Curtis and Judge Nelson, two
of his former associates in the supreme court.
He settled in New Orleans in 1866, and resumed the practice
of the law after an absence from it of more than thirteen years.
The local laws of Loa1S1ana are radically different from those of
Alabama, where he had previouJly practiced for many years, and
the rules of procedure in the courts were unfamiliar to him, but
he set to work with prodigious energy and industry to master the
laws of the State and to familiarize himself with the details of
practice in the courts. He was fifty-five years old, a time of life
when most men begin to slacken the pace of their exertions and
to look forward to a period of some leisure. Judge Billings has
spoken of his labors at this time as follows :68
"At better advantage, perhaps, than at any other period in his
life did he show his indomitable character and the splendor of his
talents when, at the close of the war, at the age of fifty-five years,
houseless and penniless, without occupation-all aids to and even
connections with it destroyed-he addressed himself, as would a
•• Recollectio11s of the Evacuation of Richmond, by Jno. A. Campbell.
.. Proceedings of the memorial meeting in honor of Jno. A. Campbell,
p. 16.
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complete stranger, to building up anew a professional business.
Like the fabled phoenix, he rose from his ashes, and on such pinions that the flight of his declining years was higher than that of
his early manhood. By his natural gifts and his toil, as if he had
been two distinct beings, he twice achieved fame and success at
the bar, which would have satisfied the most ambitious man on
either continent-the last time when he was no longer sustained
and borne on by the tireless, adventurous spirit of a boy, but was
compelled to rely upon the heroic elements and purposes within
him, so strong that they could not be chilled by disappointment
nor enfeebled by age."
After his return to the bar, he appeared as counsel before the
supreme court of the United States in a number of important
cases, and the arguments of no other man ever made a profounder
impression on the court and bar for learning and ability.
Carson says :64
"Wben he resumed his place at the bar of the supreme court of
the United States, his arguments became as renowned as any
ever delivered before that tribunal. In the New Orleans Water
Works case and in the suits brought by the States of New York
and New Hampshire 63 against the State of Louisiana, he impressed himself most profoundly on the court, while in the
Slaughter House Cases it is said: 'He seemed to have levied a
contribution on the literature and learning of the world to enable
him to show the intolerance of the common law monopolies.'
"Mr. Bancroft, the venerable historian, wrote to him to say,
that his argument in the cases of the States of New Hampshire
.. Supreme Court of the United States, p. 353.
.. The New Hampshire and New York Cases involved an attempt by
the holders of certain bonds of the State of Louisiana to enforce their
claims by assigning them to the States of New Hampshire and New York
and having suits brought in the name of these States as plaintiffs.
The Sla1'[Jhter H o1'se Case grew out of an act of the legislature of
Louisiana, giving to the Slau~hter House Company the exclusive privilege
of establishing and maintaining stockyards, landing places and slaughter
houses for the city of New Orleans, in which all stock must be landed
and all animals intended for food were required to be slaughtered. The
butchers of the city of New Orleans brought suit to restrain the Slaughter
H ouse Company in the exercise of these privileges on the ground that the
grant of such authority to this company created a monopoly in the restraint
of personal rights in violation of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth
amendments of the constitution of the United States.
This case reached the supreme court of the United States, where it was
argued twice by Judge Campbell, in a manner which excited the utmost
admiration for the extraordinary ability, learning, ingenuity, and eloquence
displayed.
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and New York against the State of Louisiana, was accepted as
the best argument ever made before the court in his time."88
The amount and character of work accomplished by Judge
Campbell was prodigious, both as practicing lawyer and as a
judge on the bench. His memory was remarkably tenacious and
accurate. In his great arguments before the court, he trusted
to his memory for citations and references. During the longest
argument, he used no memorandum, but turned to the books and
pages of his authorities from his own recollection. It was his
habit as a judge to inform himself on the details of the law, and
evidence of cases coming before him.
"The members of the bar who appeared before him in the
circuit court of the United States, know that his habit was, on
the day before the trial of cases, to take the records of these
cases to his room, and when he appeared in court on the follow•
ing morning, he was perfectly conversant with the pleadings of
each case and the law as applicable to the questions presented."
"He told me," says Judge Semmes, "that the custom of the
court in the consultation chamber was, t hat t he youngest or more
recently appointed, should give his opinion first.
Feeling the responsibility of the position, and actuated by a
just pride in the performance of duty, he studied the cases coming
before the court some months before they were argued in court,
so that when the argument was over, he was fully prepared to
express an opinion and to sustain it by reason and authority. By
pursuing this course for several terms, his opinion was always
respected and it had great influence on the minds of his associates." 87
Campbell was not a politician in any sense of the term as
generally understood, and his patriotism was eminently disinterested. These two facts often caused him to be misunderstood.
There was nothing in his appearance and manner, or in the character of his services, to make him a popular idol. The work of
even the most eminent lawyers and judges is done away from
the attention of the public and is devoid of the picturesque. The
most far reaching decisions are generally of little or no popular
interest except as they touch some current political question. For
• Memorial Meeting in the circuit court of the United States, New
Orleans, p. 14"Ibid, p. 5.
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these reasons, Judge Campbell is not as generally known by the
present generation as his ability and the character of his services
deserve. He belonged to the intellectual type of man. Although
he possessed the warmest and tenderest feelings and sympathies,
yet when the occasion demanded, every other element and characteristic of his nature was dominated and controlled by a cold,
masterful intellect.
He was tall, and his whole bearing and presence commanded
attention and respect wherever he went. His manner in publlic
and towards strangers was cold and austere, and his expression
abstracted. Amongst his friends, his conversation was delightful,68 and contained an admixture of humor in sharp contrast to
his manner and expression as he appeared to those who did not
know him well. His habits and manner of life were simple. The
following from an address by Mr. Bayne, of the New Orleans
bar, expresses the estimate of one who knew him well and intimately for many years:
"As a profound lawyer, a wise judge and patriotic statesman,
Judge Campbell has merited the admiration of all good men. In
his family circle and among his friends he was greater still. Here
he was as tender, gentle, and affectionate as a woman. He
neither knew nor saw any wrong in those whom he loved, and
in return, those who were nearest to him loved him past all understanding. In early life, he had promised his mother that he
would each day of his life read a chapter in the Bible; this he
fulfilled. And I remember to have seen upon his table the Bible
used by him, with a regu_lar memorandum made therein, of the
number of times he had read it. He was familiar with the Old
and New Testament as he was with the alphabet, and all of you
will remember how much of these was incorporated in his arguments before the courts and in his daily conversation. Commenting upon the appearance of a new book upon what is denominated Modern Christianity, he pointed to his large library of
books on religious subjects, and said: 'I have read all of these,
but after all, I return to the teachings of Jesus Christ as given
in the N ~w Testament, and as practiced by the plain and honest
people with whom I passed the early years of my life.' " 89
'"Garrett's P1tblic Men in Alabama, pp.
00
Memorial Meeting, pp. 14 and 15.
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[From the "Correspondence of J. C. Calhoun,'' edited by Dr. J. F. Jameson, in Report of the American Historical Association, vol. ii (1899).]
LE'M'£R FROM JOHN A. CAMPBELL TO JOHN C. CALHOUN.

MOBIL£, 20

Nov'r 1847.

*allow
* me *now *to express
* * to you
**
* * and*corIn*the *
first *
place
bow warmly
dially I sympathized in your opinions and feelings in all the measures connected with the declaration of war upon Mexico. Tht! folly of that proceeding was so stu.oendous that one has hardly an opportunity to contem-

....

John Archibald Campbell.-Dimcan.

139

plate its wickedness. You must now derive in the approbation of all right
minded men in the country a compensation for the scurrilous abuse to
which you were subjected.
It is clear to us, that the difficulties on the subject of slavery, in so far
as the action of parties and politicians have occasioned difficulty, are rapidly approaching the degree, that a settlement will be soon required of them.
Things cannot remain as they now are. The Wilmot Proviso is that which
naturally excites most interest. I regard the subject of the acquisition of
new territory mainly as it may affect the balance of power in the Federal
government. What will be the effect of any large acquisition? Will it be
to preserve the balance of power as it now exists? The territory is wholly
unfit for a negro population. The republic of Mexico contains a smaller
number of blacks than any of the old colonies of Spain, and tho' this is
not conclusive, yet it is a persuasive argument that negro labor was not
found to be profitable.

*

**

***

*

*

*

*

**

*

*

If this is the case all acquisitions of Mexican territory results in an increase of the strength of the non-slave holding States and a corresponding
diminution of our own.
I have purposely left out of view the more general question whether a
further extension of our limits is desirable. I suppose that if such an extension would result in a serious disturbance of the present action of the
government of the United States that it is to be deprecated.
The first consideration then for Southern men to take is, could it be
used as a slaveholding community or would it be filled by a mixed population of masters and slaves? My impression is that its population would
be in a great measure of the free class.
Let us suppose that I am in error and that the territory acquired might
be used by a slaveholding community. Still, the largest share would fall to
the non-slaveholding States. I take it that the line of slavery is gradually
being removed southwardly and that the largest portions of the occupied
lands above the 35 degrees and below 36 degrees 30 minutes of north latitude will be cultivated exclusively by a free population ;-and that the line
above which slaves cannot be used to advantage will be found to be as low
as the 34 degree of north latitude.
If Mr. Polk should obtain the line that he proposes under the Missouri
compromise the non-slaveholding States would be the largest beneficiaries.
Looking then at the question of the acquirement of new territory as it af-fects the balance of power between the North and South, I cannot see any
ground for a hope that we should receive an equal share of advantage.
Regarding the question of acquisition in a more general and comprehensive view I still have been adverse to the acquisition.
This war was not brought on by any act and I may say any fault of
Mexico. Our President invaded a territory claimed by that republic and
over which its laws prevailed. Our armies met the armies of Mexico and
assailed and defeated them. Our Congress before any notice of the fact
of an encounter and upon the loosest information makes a proclamation of
war. We have maintained a very triumphant contest and have seized
their capital. I confess that I do not find in any facts that have been presented a just ground for dismembering their territory.
2 . I have very great fears that the existing Territories of the United
States will prove too much for our government. The wild and turbulent
conduct of the western members upon the Oregon question and their rapacity and greediness in all matters connected with the appropriation of the
revenues induces great doubt of the propriety of introducing new States
in the Union so fast as we do. The connection of the Whig party with the
Abolitionists has never disturbed me a great deal for the reason that t he
Whig party is governed by its leading and reflecting men. The tone of the
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party is derived from men of property and character and they are in a
measure held to respect property guaranteed by the constitution and laws
of the country. The union of the Democratic party with the Abolitionists
I have regarded as far more dangerous because they are held by few restraints and are ready to go farther lengths to carry their ends. I
have a similar feeling in regard to legislators from the Western States.
Their notions are freer, their impulses stronger, their wills less restrained.
I do not wish to increase the number till the new States already admitted
to the Union become civilized.
My opinions lead me to refuse territory. Suppose the point to be settled that territory shall be admitted. I wish it received on no other terms
than those of strict equality. I wish a counter proviso to the Wilmot Proviso to the effect that the first of your resolutions and with a definition of
property, viz: what the laws of the State from which a citizen may remove
may define as property. And that this condition shall so remain until the
people of the Territory shall form a State and be admitted to the Union,
and this I would like to see a part of the treaty of peace.
The Wilmot Proviso I take it, will not be pressed upon Congress at its
next session, unless it comes in the shape of instructions to the President
in regulatinir his conduct in making a treaty. I do not believe that the
President will be disposed to encounter that question. He will place upon
Congress the responsibility of determining the war and the propositions of
Santa Anna will be the basis. The question will then be evaded by the Act
of the Whig party and the Northern Democrats. I have always suspected
that the administration would not ask for a line to the south of the 36
deg. 30 min. of north latitude and whether he asked it or not, I have always
supposed that this War would terminate by securing no larger portion of
Mexican territory than is found north of that line. I have done the President injustice by my suspicion. I am satisfied that the Northern people
would willingly yield the land between the Nueces and the Rio Grande and
take California-at least such would be the inclination of their politicians.
It appears to me viewing all these things together, that the true course
to pursue is to resume as well as we can our oositions before the war commenced. The matters of boundary and of debt have to be adjusted and we
must consider the expenses of the war and the losses sustained in our
armies as the penalties-the dreadful penalties of having selected an incompetent man to be our President. Do you think we will be taught anything by it?

*****

**

••

*.

**.

I also concur with you in the opinion that we should put an end to this
constant warfare upon slavery. Already it has impoverished our credit
and it daily weakens our moral power. Our States are fast losing their
respectability. The tide of emigration flows past them. They are carefully avoided. Our people look to the future without confidence and our
slaves are emerging above their condition, not in intellect or moral culture,
but in feeling and temper. They begin to understand that society is being
moved on their account. The Abolitionists profess a revolutionary purpose.
They openly promulgated design to subvert the Union. The other classes
of the Northern people perform all the acts of the Abolitionists without
avowing the same purposes.
APPENDIX
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[From Advertiser and State Gazette, Aug. 13, 1850.]
MOBILE, Aug. 13, 1850.
Your letter, inviting me to a mass meeting at Montgomery the 17th inst., held for "the free discussion of such questions as are of
Gt:N'tL£M£N:
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interest to the people of the South, and at present agitated in the legislative
councils of the nation," has been received. At no period within the history of the United States, have there been so many questions involving the
peace of the country and the frame and constitution of the government as
at the present. The Southern States, for several years past, have been
vainly contending for a recognition from Congress of the rights of their
citizens to migrate with their property to the territories, won by the blood
and treasure of all the States, and held as their estate in common. While
the contest was undecided, and the people of the South left in painful suspense, whether their claims to equality would be recognized, Senators
representing Southern constituencies, have risen in their places in the Senate and threatened to use the military arm of the government against the
people of those States who might refuse to submit to terms of settlement
which they deem to be ignominious and disgraceful. Before the country
has had time to recover from the shock produced, insolent, and if executed,
unconstitutional-menaces rendered more revolting as their authors have
self-appointed ministers of peace and conciliation, and who denounced internecine war, claiming the power to use the army and the navy of the
United States, was sent to Congress.
It is well known that General Washington slowly consented to these
measures which r esulted in the overthrow of the British authority in the
colonies. When, however, the Colonial Governors had resorted to an
armed force, and assailed, at Concord and Lexington, the citizens of Massachusetts, he addressed a friend in these words: "Unhappy it is to reflect, that a brother's sword has been sheathed in a brother's breast, and
that the once peaceful and happy plains of America are either to be drenched
with blood or inhabited by slaves. Sad alternative! But can a virtuous
man hesitate in his choice?"
I trust a voice will go forth from your discussions to the authorities at
Washington, that the pursuit of such counsels at once infatuated and lawless, will leave to the citizens of the South only the alternative contained
in the letter of Washington. I trust that there is not a living being between the Chesapeake and the Rio Grande, when the alternatives are thus
presented, who will not adopt the choice of the Father of his Country.
Whenever the Federal government, and much more, when a ~mgle department of the Federal government, upon a question-a question of a disputed title to property-shall venture to employ the army and navy of the
Confederacy to subdue one of its members, it is clear that the very foundations of the Union are at once subverted.
In this case, the pretension is the more intolerable as a former administration recognized the claims of Texas to the disputed territory, and it is
but lately that the Executive Department has thought fit to question it.
One cannot but feel that the same adverse influences that have assented in
Congress to the denial of the rights of the South to equality in the Union,
are now operating upon the Executive Department to insure the dismemberment of Texas.
For one, I prefer to see every soldier discharged from the service, and
every ship rotted at the wharves, than to see either employed upon a mission so destructive to the peace of the Union, and in violation of the constitution of the United States.
I trust, also, gentlemen, that in your discussions, the noble, patriotic, I
might say, heroic conduct, of the Senators and Representatives of the
Southern States, who have opposed the unequal and injurious compromise
bill reported by the Committee of Thirteen, and who are now eloquently
and nobly contending for the rights of the Southern States in the territories, will attract your notice.
Their conduct in this great crisis places them in the rank of the Hampdens, Elliott, Pym, Vane and St. John, of Great Britain, and Patrick Henry,
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James Otis, Samuel Adams, and the Rutledges and Gadsdens, of the antirevolutionary times in this country.
Their struggle in Congress may be in vain, but while it is going on, let
their hands be strengthened and their hearts fortified by the approbation
of the people of those States whose rights they are maintaining.
I regret that I am not able to participate with you on the important and
interesting occasion. I am, gentlemen, with respect,
Your obedient servant,
]ORN A. CAMPBELL.
MESSRS. R C. SaoRTER, R F. NOBLE, &c., Committee.
APPENDIX

D.

[From Advertiser and State Gazette, Dec. u, 1850.]
MoBILE, ALA., November 10, 1850.
GENTLEMEN: Your letter i1.viting me to a dinner to be given at Prattville to the Hon. S. W. Harris, in approval of his course upon the slavery
questions in Congress, has been received. Believing that the conduct of
Mr. Harris upon these questions was in exact accordance with his duty as
a representative from Alabama, I should take pleasure in joining in your
tribute.
The position of the Southern Representative, who is loyal to his constituents, is not without his trials. His only recompense is in the approbation of his constituents-his prospects of a national reputation are, for
the most part, indifferent. "National reputations" are generally of Northern manufacture, The material furnished by the Southern Representative
consists generally of the sacrifice of Southern interests; the abandonment
of Southern principles, the surrender of Southern ri~hts and concessions
to Northern rapacity. The duty, therefore, of cherishing a faithful exponent of Southern feelings and principles is imperative. I take much satisfaction in the example you display in the performance of this task.
The policy sustained by Mr. Harris, had it been adopted, would have
been of incalculable advantage to the country. The Southern States, from
the Chesapeake to the Rio Grande, would have been united by the fact
that in the Confederacy, they had been treated and usea as equals. A
~sure of simple justice, a plain and incontrovertible act of fair and
honest dealing, by the Federal government, would have bound the Southern States by the ties of gratitude and affection, to the Union. We should
have forgotten bounties to Northern navigation and manufacturing interests, or the inequalities of Federal appropriations and expenditure. So
torn have been the feelings of the Southern States by the calumny and
insult to their domestic institutions, that justice would have been accepted
and have created a heavy obligation. The South, united and ardent, could
have borne down opposition to equal legislation and have upheld the Union
against the machinations of its enemies. This policy was then the conservative policy.
It was not adopted-California, by an infamous juggle, was constituted
into a State, and her claims to admission into the Union sanctioned.
Southern property in New Mexico and Utah is subjected to litigation and
embarrassments from Mexican laws, and their ignorant and mixed population have been empowered to legislate against it. A spurious claim upon
Texas was preferred and to make it perfect for free soil purposes, the
treasury has been burdened with $10,000,000. The slave trade has been
abolished in the District of Columbia in the most acceptable form for the
abolition taste. These measures leave the Southern States under a strong
sense of their injustice and incapable of making an effort for a government
that has wronged them-while the abolitionists North are incensed that
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all their demands were not yielded, thinking with Charles XII, "nothing
gained while aught remains."
Mr. Gordon, of Massachusetts. in the convention that formed the Constitution of the United States, "desired it to be remembered that the Eastern States had no motive to unite but a commercial one. They were able
to protect themselves-they were not afraid of external danger and did not
need the aid of the Southern States." The events of the past year have
strongly confirmed the truth of this declaration. The inquiry is now going
on in the Southern mind whether it is worth our while to submit to burdens, endure sacrifices, bear obloquy, and suffer injustice in order to
advance the "commercial" views of a people who have shown enmity in
peace, and in war were hardly allies.
While this inquiry is obtaining a salutation, there are plain duties which
we should perform; maintain every Southern interest and enterpriseencourage Southern industry and art- help Southern men who are faithful to our cause-cherish Southern schools, colleges, churches, and private
happiness, and under no circumstances are they unimportant to the wellbeing of the State.
With much respect,
Your obedient servant,
JOHN A. CAMPBELL.
APPENDIX

E.

[From The 1,idependent, Gainesville, Ala., Dec. 22, 186o, quoted in the
Mobile Tribune.]
WASHINGTON CITY,

Nov. 24, I86o.
MY DEAR Sm:
Your Jetter of the 17th inst., requesting me to give you the result of my
reflection upon the present crisis, has been received. I proceed to comply
with your request.
The election for electors of President and Vice-President having resulted
in favor of the candidates of the Republican party, the persons chosen by
them must be inaugurated, if the constitution and laws of the United
States remain in force. The single question is, whether the fact of their
election affords a legitimate cause for the overthrow of the Union of the
constitution and Jaws, and a consequent dissolution of these States?
I shall not consider the question of the natural, moral, or constitutional
right of the people of Alabama to dissolve the Union. My purpose is
simply to consider the reasons assigned for exercising the right, supposing
it to be conceded. These reasons are contained in the preamble to "joint
resolutions of the General Assembly of Alabama, calling a convention in
a certain contingency in the election of a President of the United States,"
approved February, 186o. It is also as follows: Whereas, anti-slavery
agitation persistently continued in the non-slave-holding States of this
Union, for more than a third of a century, marki;d at every stage of its
progress by contempt for the obligation of law and the sanctity of com·pacts, evincing a deadly hostility to the rights and institutions of the Southern people, and a settled purpose to effect h er overthrow, even by the subversion of the constitution and at the hazard of violence and bloodshed;
and whereas, a sectional party calling itself Republican, committed alike
by its own acts and antecedents, and the public avowals and secret machinations of its leaders, to the execution of these atrocious designs, has
acquired the ascendency in nearly every Northern State, and hopes by
success in the approaching Presidential election, to seize the Government
itself; and whereas, to permit such a seizure by those whose unmistakable
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aim is to pervert its whole machinery to the destruction of a portion of its
members, would be an act of suicidal folly and madness, almost without
a parallel in history; and whereas, the General Assembly o: Alabama,
representing a people loyally devoted to the Union of the constitution, but
scorning the Union which fanaticism would erect upon its ruins, deem it
their solemn duty to provide, in advance, the means by which they may
escape such peril and dishonor, and devise new securities for perpetuating
the blessings of liberty to themselves and their posterity, &c.
Upon these reasons the General Assembly have thought it to be expedient to provide for the election of one hundred men, in the different
counties, within a short period after the Presidential election, and have
invested them with power "to Consider, DETERMINE, AND DO whatever in their opinion, the RIGHTS, INTERESTS and HONOR oi the
State of Alabama require to be done for their protection." That is, so
far as the General Assembly have the power (and I confess that I am
wholly at a Joss to know whence comes that power) they have abdicated
their own functions, and have committed to a single body of one hundred
persons for an indefinite period, all that belongs to the people of Alabama
-their rights, interests, and honor-to be disposed of as they in their
opinion, may deem meet. The commission is as broad as that of the
Roman Dictator, and I do not know that the danger is less, from the
possession of an unlimited and arbitrary power, whether in the hands of
one hundred men or of one man. I remember that in the darkest hour of
the revolutionary history of Virginia, when Arnold and Phillips were
ravaging her coasts, and Tarleton and his dragoons were making the
country desolate, that there was some proposition to make Patrick Henry
dictator. Mr. J efferson then recorded his opinion, that "the very thought
was treason against the people; was treason against mankind in general;
as riveting forever the chains which bowed down their necks, by giving
their oppressors a proof which they would have trumpeted through the
Universe, of the imbecility of Republican governments in times of pressing
danger to shield theni from harm."
It is not to my purpose to discuss the joint resolutions of the General
Assembly, either in respect to the constitutional competency to surrender
the rights, interests, and honor of the people to a body unknown to the
constitution of the State, or as to the propriety or policy of that measure
The charges of the General Assembly are :
1st. That the anti-slavery agitation in the non-slave holding States
evinces a deadly hostility to the rights and institutions of the slave-holding
States and a settled purpose to effect their overthrow by the subversion
of the constitution, and at the hazard of violence and bloodshed.
2d. That the Republican party is committed to the execution of that
purpose, and hope to seize the government with the design of employing it
for the accomplishment-for the "Unmistakable aim is to pervert its whole
machinery to the destruction of a portion of its members."
The General Assembly affirms that to permit such a "seizure" would be
an "act of suicidal folly and madness" on the part of those who are menaced, and resolved that upon the election of a President advocating the
principles and action of the party in power in the Northern States, calling
itself Republican, that a convention of the kind before described, shall be
convoked (and so forth.) &c.
Roman history informs us that Nero at one time, formed the resolution
to massacre the Senate of Rome, set fire to the city, and let loose his
whole collection of wild beasts to devour the people in the general consternation. The General Assembly have described a Presidential Nero-a man
seicing the powers of the Federal government, at the head of a party
"deadly hostile," and with the "unmistakable aim" to use them to the
destruction of a portion of the people by the subversion of the Constitution,
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and their rights and institutions. I cannot but think that t he picture drawn
in these resolutions must have had for a prototype the raid of J ohn Brown.
I assume that M r. Lincoln will be elected President of the United States
conformably to the Constitution, and that he will be inaugurated according
to Jaw and usage. There will be no sei::ure or usurpation of the office.
The persons who elected him are from one million and three-quarters to
two millions of voters in the different States, and are in the majority in
fifteen States of the U nion. T he party that nominated him is ruled in
respect to some questions by ideas confined to one of the two great sections
of the Union, and these ideas are of no mean consequence in the domestic
relations of the two sections.
The election of Mr. Lincoln I regard as a calamity to the country, as it
has undermined, if not destroyed, the confidence-the diminished confidence-of a Portion of the Southern States towards the Federal government.
"Peace exists only betwixt confidence
And faith. Who pcisons confidence, he murders
The future generations."
The Democratic party which has assumed to provide for the stability,
energy, and repcse of the Union, and claim the suppcrt of the people to
execute that great duty, was rent during the Presidential canvass by scandalous factions, who employed the summer in biting and devouring one
another, taking no heed, lest they might consume one another. They left
the government expcsed as an easy prey to a party numbering less than
one-third of the voters of the Union. The question before us is not
whether a more acceptable election could not have been made. In my
opinion, Mr. Hunter might have been nominated at Charleston with proper
care, and his enlightened statesmanship, scrupulous integrity, moderation
and virtue, would have been recognized by the people, and his administration would have been as favorable to the country as that of J efferson. But
the question is, whether Mr. Lincoln will come to the Presidential office
with "the unmistakable aim to pervert the machinery of government to the
destruction of its members." Does this election show an integral of mischief, calculation, malice, dispcsitions regardless of constitutional or confederate obligation, and fatally set to work wrong and injustice? No man,
no body of men, is authorized to arouse the evil passions, the restless
desires, the factions, proscription, hate, revenge, incident to revolution;
nor to disturb the clear and written law, the deep trod foot marks of
ancient custom, the healthful industry, the confident calculations, the faith,
duty, quiet, content and repose of civil society, upon g rievances speculative
or contingent, or upcn the apprehension of evil, that are not imminent and
beyond the reach of regular and constitutional modes of redress. It was
never anticipated by the framers of the constitution of the United States,
that the President selected by the electors, would always be a capable or
a virtuous man. The wisest member of the convention (Dr. Franklin)
said: "The first man put at the helm will be a good one. No body knows
what sort may come afterwards." The difficulty of adopting a plan of
election disturbed the convention during its whole session. "In every
stage," said a Virginia member, "the question relative to the executive, the
difficulty of the subject, and the diversity of the opinions concerning it,
have appeared." There were propcsitions that the election should be made
by the people at large; by the Legislatures of States; by the Executives
of States; by the free-holders voting for several candidates, by Congress,
by the people of each State nominating one of its citizens, from which
nominees a choice should be made, and by lottery, from a certain number
of members of Congress. The plan adopted into the constitution was
once rejected, and late in the session of the convention, its was reported
by a committee, and adopted without discussion. That he might have no
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opportunity to conspire against the public liberty, propositions to confer the
office for life, or good behavior, or even six years, were rejected. The
tenure of the office is for four years, and it is plain that a reelection will,
hereafter, be an exceptional case. In the chief of his executive duties he is
placed under the supervision of the Senate and no observant man at the
seat of government will say that the check is nominal. The Senate has
secured a large influence, not to say undue ascendency, in the administra•
tion of the government.
the most important of his administrative duties
he is subject to the control of Congress. The House of Representatives
will rarely be on strictly accommodating terms with a President or a Senate. That body, if properly chosen, is a real cont rol for the people. Besides these constraints upon the Executive, the constitution has demanded
of him a specific and comprehensive oath of office, and denounces him for
impeachment upon the commission of crimes and misdemeanors. Fifteen
persons have exercised the functions of President since the Constitution
was adopted. I do not know of a stain upon the public character of either
of them. Upon their public conduct there has been uniformly the impress
of personal honor. In a number of instances the country was torn by
violent factions at the time of their election and during their continuance
in office, and threats of disunion were loud and deep from the minority.
The case of Mr. Jefferson is an instructive one. Federalists of the highest character and largest influence regarded his election as the triumph of
Jacobinism. One of them wrote, "We have no part in Jefferson and no
inheritance in Virginia. Shall we return to our own vines and fig tree.s,
and be separate from the slave-holders?" Another wrote, "If we were
peaceably severed from the rest of the United States, with perhaps some
other States joined to us, and left to manage our own affairs in our way,
I think we should do much better than we now do". Roger Griswold, a
very prominent leader, "was without doubt or hesitation (says one of his
friends) decidedly in favor of dissolving the Union and establishing a
Northern Confederacy. He thought it might be effected peaceably, and
without a recourse to arms." But Mr. Jefferson was reelected-all New
England, except Connecticut, voting for him, and there being only fourteen
electoral votes against him.
I suppose you will recollect the time when blue cockades and minute
men, and measures tending to disunion were plentiful, during General Jackson's administration,-when he was denounced as a tyrant, usurper, and
a "toothless tiger." Yet only one of the Presidents has bad a wider
popularity than he, or had more of the respect and affection of his
countrymen. The fact that Mr. Lincoln has been chosen President of the
United States, in my opinion, is not a sufficient cause for the dissolution
of the Union. The circumstances of his election impose the duty of
moderation on his part, and circumspection on the part of his supporters,
in all that concerns the irritating and disturbing question of slavery. He
is under an imperious necessity to mould his measures of administration
so as to conciliate the sober opinion and calm judgments of the people.
I do not fear either the influence of his party over him or his own
disposition. There is a radical division in his own party, and he was
chosen because he was more conservative and constitutional in his opinions
and ideas than his opponent.
My inquiries of most respectable and reliable gentlemen who know him,
confirm: me in this opinion.
But if he were bad and disposed to work mischief, I have too much
confidence in the constitution of my country to suppose that it does
not afford q sufficient remedy in case of his wickedness. It is our pride
and glory that for all the evils of govern:nent, there are constitutional
modes of redress for every citizen. I am wholly unwilling to dishonor
them before the civilized world, by any coups d'etat or insurrections against
their authority except as a last resort. I consider the election of Mr.
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Lincoln as a fact of grave significance, not to be acquiesced in silently.
When taken in connection with the anti-slavery agitation and the principles
that have contributed to his success, I am not surprised that a strong and
pervading sentiment of resistance should have arisen, and have sought
expression through public meetings, legislative assemblies, and State conventions.
I have considered this subject under the single point of view of the
election of Mr. Lincoln as President. There is another question of wider
scope and far more difficulty, which I will consider in another letter.
That question is the anti-slavery agitation and the course that it is
proper for the slave-holding States to adopt to secure peace and obtain
exemption from further interference. I am truly yours,
]NO. A. CAMPBELL.
DANIEL CHANDLER, EsQ., Mobile, Ala.
APPENDIX

F.

[From the Mobile Daily Mercitry, Friday Morning, May 17, 1861.]
THE CRISIS-I.ETTER FROM THE HON. JOHN A. CAMPBELL.
WASHINGTON CITY, Nov. 26, 1860.
MY DEAR SIR: In order to explain my views fully upon the subject of

your inquiry, I propose to ascertain the position of the Southern States,
upon the various questions connected with the slavery agitation in the short
period of peace in the years 1852-3. The conventions of Georgia and
Mississippi, after a mature consideration of the series of measures of Congress, for the admission of California, the organization of Utah and New
Mexico, the settlement of the boundary of Texas, the suppression of the
slave trade of the District of Columbia, and the extradition of the fugitive
slaves, in connection with the rejection of the Wilmot Proviso, and the
refusal to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, agreed to abide by
them as a permanent settlement of the sectional controversy. They declared they would resist to the extremity of disrupting the Union, the
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, or in the Forts and
Arsenals, &c., the suppression of the slave trade between the States, the
adoption of the Wilmot Proviso, or the refusal to admit new States, because their constitutions tolerated slavery. They expressed the opinion that
the faithful observance of the fugitive slave act, was essential to the
preservation of the Union. Alabam·a did not have any convention, and
her general assembly did not adopt any corresponding declaration; but
the acquiescence of the people in the Georgia platform was indicated by
unequivocal evidence.
In what condition was the subject of slavery as respects the territories
at the date of these declarations? By the Act of March, 1820, for the
admission of Missouri, slavery was prohibited in all the Territory acquired
from France, north of 36° 30' north latitude, and there being some doubt
whether Oregon was held under the French treaty of 18o3, slavery was
prohibited there by the Act of August, 1848. There was a question whether
the Mexican laws, prohibiting slavery, were not in force in Utah and New
Mexico. Some of the most prominent statesmen of the Union declared
them to be in force, others thought differently.
This question was left open. The right of the master to carry his slaves
into territory south of 36° 30' north latitude was not denied. In 1854,
the prohibition contained in the acts of congress of March, 1820, and
of August, 1848, relating to Missouri and Oregon were r,epealed by the
Nebraska and Kansas Act, and the rights of the slave-master made to
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depend upon the operation of the Constitution of the United States in
the Territories.
In the spring of 1857, the supreme court of the United States determined, in the case of Dred Scott, that the Act of March, 1820, while in
force, did not operate to divest the title of the master to a slave who had
been removed from one of the States into the territory in which it applied.
The result of this constitutional legislation and judicial decision, is to
remove from the statute book all hostile legislation against slavery in the
Territories, and from the juri~prudence of the United States the principle
of such legislation. The "statu quo" of this question ought then to be
satisfactory to the Southern States, and I infer it is: for when their
Senators were asked to vote for protection of slavery in the T erritories,
they answered in the negative. In some of this hostile and unconstitutional
legislation, I cannot say that the entire responsibility belongs to the North.
The validity of the act of March, 1820, as constitutional, was supported
by eminent Southern authority, and the obnoxious section in the act (8th
section) was introduced into it in the Senate, the slave-holding States
voting fifteen votes for it, to eight votes against it. The vote of Alabama
in favor of the amendment was cast by William R. King and John W.
Walker, and in the House of Representatives by John Crowell, her only
representative. I do not refer to these facts as any matter of imputation
or complaint. I do not regard it to be so. But I mean to say that the
right of the slave holder of Alabama to remove with his slaves to any
Territory of the Union, at this time, has been lately established, against the
force of concessions made by his own Senators and Representatives by
the authorities of the Federal government, acting under their sense of
constitutional obligation and duty. In 1850, the Nashville Convention
composed of delegates from the Southern and Southwestern States, resolved "that the performance of their duties upon the principle we declare
(the principle of equality now in force) would enable Congress to remove the embarrassments in which the country is now involved. The
vacant Territories of the United States, no longer regarded as prizes for
sectional rapacity and ambition would be gradually occupied by inhabitants
drawn to them by their interests and feelings. The institutions fitted to
them would be naturally applied by goverr.ment, formed on American
ideas and approved by the deliberate choice of their constituents. ri'he
community would be educated and disciplined in habits of self-government
and fitted for association as a State, and to the enjoyment of a place in the
Confederacy." They, at the same time, resolved, "That a recognition of
this principle would infuse a spirit of conciliation in the discussion and adjustment of all the subjects of sectional dispute which would afford a
guarantee of an early and satisfactory termination."
The subject of dispute principally referred to in this resolution was
concerning the rendition of fugitive slaves; those of the boundary of
Texas, and the settlement of the Territories, having been previously considered. There is no other subject connected with the administration of
the Federal government that requires to be approached with more discretion, and with a greater spirit of moderation and candor. A fugitive
slave is possessed of intelligence, activity, powers of endurance, and ardent
desires for a change of condition. He has, therefore, great resources to
aid his flight. In the Northern States there are societies, perhaps not
numerous, which avow "that as abolitionists they could not execute the
pro-slavery commands of the constitution, and as honest men they could
not swear to maintain them with the deliberate purpose of breaking their
oaths: and what they might not do themselves they clearly could not
appoint others by their votes to do for them. The only political action
that lay open to them was to labor outside of the constitution, and not
within it, for its overthrow, to convince the people that their form of
government was the greatest enemy of their safety, their prosperity and
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honor." There are, then, public enemies, associated and banded together
to destroy the government under which they live, and who take advantage
of every incident to accomplish their parricidal purpose. They obstruct
the execution of the law. Besides this class, there is a large class of
clergymen and church members who teach and believe that it is their
moral and religious duty to abstain from any participation in the execution
of this law. It is impossible to deny the existence of a strong religious
sentiment, if you please, a fanatical sentiment, on the subject. I have
experienced the difficulty of executing laws that the moral sentiment of
the community sanctions, when obstructed by combinations. I fully understand the difficulty that beset the most efficient executive, or the most
incorrupt judge, in the effort to administer this Jaw. The United States
do not deny their duty to execute this constitutional obligation.
The Fugitive Slave Act was proposed under the counsel of Southern
Representatives. The courts of the Union have sustained it. But the
South complains that the Northern States have passed acts for the obstruction of this law; that the local governments sustain their people in the
offense of disobedience and encourage them to withstand the Federal Administration. And this, I believe, is a well founded charge. The Abolitionists have instituted this legislation. They point with exultation to their
influence in defeating the claims of the master. They say, "The tide which
has been flowing for so many years, but especially since the inception of
the anti-slavery enterprise from the South to the North, has continued to
pour in a swelling flood in spite of the increased vigilance and angry care
of the slave master......... When one slave made a successful escape
twenty years ago, probably fifty make good their flight now." The Federal
government having failed of its obligations, and the States in their duty,
the States whose citizens have sustained an injury may demand redress
on their behalf. It creates a case for compensation and indemnity under
the International Law. That principle has been applied to similar default
on part of Great Britain. In the number of instances that government
has paid for slaves that were wrongfully withdrawn by her authorities
from the masters or lost under a change of her laws, to the injured
citizens of the United States, upon the complaint of the Federal government. This form of redress, in my opinion, is better than an increase to
the police force of the United States for the recapture of fugitives, or permitting this vexed and disturbing question to remain open, to destroy what
remains of harmony br peace in the land.
It is due to the supreme courts of Massachusetts and Ohio, to say, that
they have maintained the suprem·a cy of the Federal laws against their
State laws, and the judgment of the supreme court of Wisconsin of a
contrary aspect, has been annulled by the supreme court of the United
States, and the sentence of the district court of the United States, in
accordance with that act, enforced.
I do not consider that the case of the fugitive slave act, affords an
adequate cause to justify at this stage, a disunion of the States. The
Federal government has, in good faith, attempted to perform its duty and
is able to make full compensation for its failures.
I propose now to consider another part of this subject, that presents
more difficulty. In your speech you say-"that in view of the principles,
declarations, and platforms of the Republican party, the avowal of their
candidate the 'irrepressible conflict' had commenced, and would go on until
slavery was abolished, and the farther fact that in the face of the declarations of the South that she would not submit to the election of a sectional
abolition candidate, that the time had arrived for action on the part of the
Southern States." This presents with sufficient distinctness the additional
grounds of complaint to be considered. My library furnishes some three or
four distinct statements of the thought embraced in the phrase, "irrepressible conflict," and my memory retains one or two more. In the year 1850,
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I prepared two essays on the nature and results of the anti-slavery agitation, one of which was published in the Southern Q11arterly Review, for
January, 1851, and both were circulated by Southern rights associations.
Their object was to show the nature and extent of the conflict in the
United States on this subject. The testimony adduced, proved that divisions arising out of diversity of view upon the subject of slavery appeared,
in preparing the Declaration of Independence, the Articles of Confederation, the Federal constitution, in the debates on the treaty for the acquisition of Louisiana, in the proceedings of the Hartford Convention, upon the
admission of Missouri, the right of petition, the annexation of Texas, the
organization of Oregon, and the measures connected with the disposal of
the acquisitions of Mexico, and the fugitive slave acts.
That societies in the Northern States had been organized to effect the
entire abolition of slavery in the United States, and that their plan was to
excite, arouse and agitate the public mind, especially by means of the
debates in Congress. That they exercise over politicians, public officers,
ministers of the gospel and citizens, a censorship of the most stern and
rigorous character. A kind word to the slave holder was reproved, and
insults and outrages upon him were commended. My conclusion was,
''There is an irrespressible tendency, in every community to arrange its
material interests around a uniform, consistent and harmonious system
of moral, social, and political dogmas. It is this harmony which creates
and constitutes a community. All the classes which compose a civilized
society, especially where there are no legal or social barriers to hinder it,
continually tends to the same standard of intelligence, and to submit to
the rule of the same opinion. The decomposition or disturbance of this
body of opinion and doctrine, is the parent of anarchy and confusion, and
lead to revolution. The moral war upon us as we are justified in terming
it was an inevitable fact to occur in our history. The question was only
one of time."
I have never attached the same importance to this expression of Mr.
Lincoln's or Gov. Seward's that many others seem to have done; for the
remark is, to some extent, if not in the absolute manner in which they see
it, true. This conflict of feeling does exist, and the misfortune is that
many seek to aggravate and intensify the operations of the causes that
produce it.
But the question for wise men South to consider is, not what these politicians think of the nature or operations of existing causes of conflict, but
to determine what their own course of conduct and that of our people
should be in respect to them. I think now, as I said in 1850, "the inquiries
for the Southern States cannot be reduced to questions of wounded sensibility, contumacious treatment, national indignities, or injuries; they go
to the foundation of our institutions and involve the existence of our
social fabric." The subjects of inquiry were these: "Can the institution
of slavery be maintained, o r parted with in safety to the communities in
which it is tolerated under the existing union, and the present condition of
public sentiment, by any, and what modifications of the Federal constitution ?-Or would it be better for those Southern States most interested,
under a new constitution and a different confederation, to seek their
safety and happiness." The conditions have not altered in such a degree
as to change the paramount importance of these inquiries. My advice then
was and it now is, for the Southern people to take counsel together, in a
calm, deliberate, impartial and honest mquiry concerning these mighty
issues. There ought to be no party divisions, sectional or local prejudices,
personal competitions or antipathies, confused with the inquiry. It involves
all that we have. The community should arouse itself to its highest degree
of magnanimity, and come with this spirit to make up their judgment.
I have no sympathy with those who would precipitate ours, or any other
State, into consequences that cannot fail, under any circumstances, to pro-
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duce disaster and distress. I have no desire to force reluctant or unwilling
States to link their destinies with ours, as a desperate choice between opposing dangers.
Least of all, have I any respect for the counsel that disparages or would
disregard Virginia. Virginia is entitled to a place in any council that is
charged to decide upon what befits the rights, interests and honor of the
South. Her principles have contributed to their security and peace. Her
counsels have been those of justice and conciliation. Her conduct has uniformly evinced magnanimity and honor. That Southern Confederacy that
is formed without her will lose a great deal of that moral power and historic renown that command respect and win confidence. To a council
of Southern Statesmen, chosen in all or most of the slave States, I would
submit the duty of preparing the measures requisite to repress and settle
the conflict that has been productive of so much disorder and discontent
in our country.
I close this letter in stating that I have endeavored to showFirst, That the election of Mr. Lincoln does not afford sufficient ground
for the dissolution of the Union.
Second, That the great subject of disturbance-that of slavery in the
Territories-rests upon a satisfactory foundation, and that we have nothing
to ask· except that the "status quo" be respected.
Third, That the subject of the rendition of fugitive slaves can be adjusted to the satisfaction of the injured property-holders, and without dishonor to ourselves.
Fourth, That in relation to the maintenance of the rights we have, or
those that have been defeated or impaired, and in whatever concerns the
subjects of contumely and insult we complain of, there may be a sufficient
cause for increased vigilance, for preparation, for alliance among the
Southern States, for the demand of new guarantees, but not for disunion,
until there is a refusal of redi;ess. In my opinion, separate State action
will result in the discredit and defeat of every measure for reparation or
security.
I have thus stated my opinion at large. I need not state to you that my
connection with the Federal government has continued till this time,
rather in deference to the inclination of others, and upon public considerations, than from any desire on my part, to hold my office.
My commission will not be effected by the action of the State. But I
determined many years ago, that my obligation was to follow the fortunes
of her people. I shall terminate my connection with the Governm·e nt, as
a consequence of her acts.
Yours truly,
JOHN A. CAMPBEU.
To Daniel Chandler, Esq., Mobile.

